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Making My arguments better 
	
	
	Better arguments recognise different stakeholders


	Example

	1
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	Only presents view of one stakeholder
	e.g. the view of Greenpeace on Recycling
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	Presents the views of more than one stakeholder
	Compares the views of Shell & Greenpeace on recycling the Brent Spar oil platform
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	Suggests how the interests of different stakeholders can be brought together
	Considers incentives such as payments from the government, taxation of waste disposal, that would create incentives for an outcome that both parties would consider preferable
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	Considers the advantages and disadvantages of any one way of getting stakeholders to work for the same outcome
	Examines the costs and benefits of alternative policies (e.g. taxation or government grants) that might lead to Shell and Greenpeace preferring the same option.


	
	
	Better arguments include more than one reason
	Example

	1
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	There is a point of view, but no argument to back it up
	I think recycling is good.
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	Gives only one reason to support a point of view
	I think recycling is good because it saves money
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	The argument has more than one reason but the reasons contradict each other (don’t add up)
	Recycling saves money but businesses don’t recycle as they want to make as much profit as possible
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	The argument has more than one reason but the reasons do not support each other (like a list)
	Recycling is good because it saves money & is good for the environment
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	The different parts of the argument fit together to support the same point (joined up reasons)
	Recycling is good because it saves money as less raw materials etc are needed & so it is also good for the environment


	
	
	Better arguments look at interdependence
	Example

	1
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	Costs or benefits are not connected (like a list)
	“People who do not recycle are wasting resources”
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	The balance between costs and benefits is considered (weighing up)
	“For it to be worth recycling the cost of recycling must not outweigh the benefits from recycling”
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	The effects of everyone’s behaviour on the future balance of costs and benefits is considered (knock-on effects)
	“If more and more people recycle plastic then it may make the costs of recycling fall. It would be worth having more locations where you can leave plastic and this will reduce transport costs and it may cost the recycling companies less if the total volume of plastic is increased.” 



How can I find out more?

Contact

The Centre for Economics and Business Education

Staffordshire University

Leek Road

Stoke-on-Trent

ST4 2DF

01782 294085

e-mail: cebe@staffs.ac.uk
Read 
Davies, P. (2004) Contributing to Citizenship Education by improving the quality of students’ arguments, Teaching Business and Economics, pp. 
View the web site

http://www.staffs.ac.uk/schools/business/iepr/info/Current-projects.html
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